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OFFICE OF THE OMBUDSMAN, ELECTRICITY  PUNJAB,




# 248, SECTOR 19-A, CHANDIGARH.



 APPEAL NO. 37 of 2008. 

Date of Decision: 19.09.2008.
SH. MOHINDER SINGH,

HOTEL LE-CLASSIC,

MATA RANI ROAD,

OPPOSITE M.C. CAR PARKING,

LUDHIANA.-141003.



……………….PETITIONER

  ACCOUNT No. CS- 01/0067

  Through

  Sh. Subhash Chawla


  Sh. Raghbir Singh Behl,Counsel

 VERSUS

 PUNJAB STATE ELECTRICITY BOARD.  
………….….RESPONDENTS.

 Through 


            Er., H.S. Jogi
             Sr.Xen/Operation City Central Division,

 (Special), PSEB Ludhiana
 

 The petition is filed against the decision of Grievances Redressal Forum in case No. CG-26 of 2008 dated 14.05.2008 upholding the levy of penalty of Rs. of 7,93,940/- on account of excess  un-authorised load.  
2.

The arguments, discussions & evidence on record were held on 19.09. 2008.
3.

Sh. Subhash Chawla alongwith Sh. Raghbir Singh Behl, Counsel appeared on behalf of the petitioner.  Sh, H.S. Jogi, Sr. Xen/Operation City Central Division (Special), PSEB, Ludhiana attended the proceedings on behalf of the Respondents.
4.

Sh. Raghbir Singh Behl, counsel for the petitioner   submitted that the Hotel Le-classic holds Account No. CS-01/0067 have NRS connection with a sanctioned load of 200.730 KW. The connection was checked by Enforcement Wing of PSEB on 20.3.2006. The connected load was not calculated in the ECR. No. 27/3129 dated 20.03.2006 and items like ACs, power plugs etc. were enlisted on the basis of the Mock up room instead of the inspection of each room.  The total connected   load as per the ECR works out to 445.706 KW against the sanctioned load of 220.730 KW.  In total, the checking authority recorded the 113 power plugs and out of these 11 plugs were installed in the kitchen and are the power plugs of 15 Amps.  Before the ZLDSC relying on other similar cases, the petitioner have requested for re-checking to confirm the power plugs installed.  The request was not acceded to.  The counsel re-iterated that the  Hotel did not require power plugs in each room as it  is centrally air-conditioned and solar system was installed  for the hot water arrangements.  There are no power plugs provided in the rooms and as such, the factual position has  not been taken into consideration either at the ZLDSC level or  by the Forum.

5.

Er. H.S. Jogi, Sr. Xen stated that after the release of the connection with a sanctioned load of 200.730 KW there was an expansion carried out and no further load has been extended.  The ECR is exhaustive and enlists the  items which were observed during the course of inspection.  No mention of installation of 6 Amps plugs which could have been mistaken for power plugs.  Therefore the calculations of the connected load appears to be correct and penalty for excess unauthorized load was levied correctly.  

6.

I have gone through the written submissions of the petitioner and heard the oral arguments of both the respondents and the petitioner.  The observations made in the ECR No. 27/3129 dated 20.03.2006 are not disputed except on the issue relating to number of power plugs and calculations of connected load thereof.  It is on record that the petitioner applied for extension in load on 11.05.2000 and has applied for sanctioning of 46 No. power plugs.  The petitioner’s claim that there are only 11 No. power plugs in the kitchen is in contradiction to the test report already submitted.  However, there appears to be a merit in the submission that 6 Amps light plugs installed might have been  mistaken for 15 Amp Plugs.  The ZLDSC and the Forum in other similar cases of Hotels and restaurants, I find  (that 6 amps light plugs) have accepted the  use of 6 Amps light plugs by  various consumers which give false impression of 15 Amps. Power plugs.  There appears to be a genuine error in identifying the plugs as the facts brings out that the inspection was not made room-wise but was relied on the basis of Model Room No. 305.  Under these facts and circumstances, I am of the view that only 46 No. power plugs as applied in the test report should be taken into consideration while re-calculating the load on the basis of power plugs and the balance 67 points should be re-calculated on the basis of light plugs of 6 amps.  The respondents are therefore, directed to re-calculate the load pertaining to the power plugs of 6 Amps accordingly.  The petitioner expressed an inclination for the regularization of balance load after rectification of load included in the un-authorised load pertaining to the power plugs.  The load surcharge and other charges like ACD and Service Connection charges etc. may be levied as per the load offered by the petitioner to be regularized.
7.

The petition is partly allowed.
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